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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. Claims 56-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 101 as being directed to non-statutory 
subject matter because these are method or proecess claims that do not transform 
underlying subject matter (such as an article or materials) to a different state or thing, 
nor are they tied to another statutory class (such as a particular machine). See Diamond 
v Diehr, 450 U.S. 175, 184 (1981) (quoting Benson, 409 U.S. at 70); Parker v. Flook, 
437 U.S. 584, 588 n.9 (1978) (citing Cochrane v. Deener, 94 U.S. 780, 787-88 (1876)). 
See also In re Comiskey, 499 F.3d 1365, 1376 (Fed. Cir. 2007) (request for rehearing 
en banc pending). Claim 56 provides no structure and in the end only data is being 
moved around with no result tied into the data. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
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only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claim 43-53, 55-65, and 67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being 
anticipated by Heaton et al (US 20030109310). Heaton discloses a menu based system 
for different games that provides wager advice on said games. Heaton also discloses a 
menu system that includes: 

5. Regarding claims 43 and 56, a display means operable to display game data 
corresponding to a number of available casino games playable by a player at an online 
casino (Figure 3), the number of available casino games being categorized into a 
plurality of different selectable game categories characterized in that the display means 
displays to the player, simultaneously (Figures 3, 8; Paragraph 73): a) an identity of 
each one of the plurality of different game categories (Figures 3, 8), b) at least one 
attribute of each game in any selected one of the plurality of different game categories 
(name of the game, Figure 3) and c) additional game attributes of any selected one of 
the games in the selected game category (Figure 3). 

Regarding claims 44, 57, in which the at least one attribute displayed for each 
game in any selected one of the plurality of different game categories is a name of the 
game (Figure 3). 

Regarding claims 45, 58, in which the additional game attributes displayed for 
any selected one of the games in the selected game category includes any one or more 
of a size of a jackpot that can be won on the casino game, a plurality of different 
parameters of the casino game, a graphical representation of a display of the game, 
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and a game status (odds, Figure 3, 360). Regarding claims 46, 47, 59 and 60, in 
which the game status is an active status when the casino game is ready for the playing 
by the player, and an inactive status when the game is not ready for playing by the 
player; and in which the game is ready for playing by the player when the casino game 
has previously been downloaded from a gaming server (Figure 1, Paragraphs 34 and 
35; a game won't be ready to play until a game is downloaded unto the computing 
device such as a mobile phone). 

Regarding claims 48, 61 , in which the display means displays the plurality of 
different game categories to the player as tabbed categories (Figure 3). 

Regarding claims 49, 62, in which the display means displays the at least one 
attribute of each game in any selected one of the tabbed game categories in tabular 
column format in a scrollable window (Game names, Figure 3). Regarding claim 50, 
63, in which the display means displays simultaneously the additional game attributes 
for any selected one of the games in the selected one of the tabbed game categories in 
an adjacent non scrollable window (Figure 3). 

Regarding claim 51, which includes a categorization facility operable to 
categorize the number of available casino games playable by the player into the 
plurality of different game categories (game type, Figure 8, 802). 

Regarding claims 52, 64, in which the plurality of different game categories 
include games that are preferred by the player, games that are recommended by the 
online casino to the player for play, games that are new to the online casino, jackpot 
games offered by the online casino, table games offered by the online casino, video 
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poker games offered by the online casino, and slots games offered by the online casino 
(Figures 2, 8). 

Regarding claims 53, 65, in which any one of the number of available casino 
games is categorizable into more than one different game category (game type, Figure 
8, 802). 

Regarding claims 55, 67 in which the display means is operable to also display to 
the player the plurality of different game categories and the casino games in each 
category by means of a conventional fly out menu (Figure 8). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 54 and 66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Heaton et al (US 200301 0931 0) and further in view of Walker et al (US 
20040005919). Heaton discloses all the elements as previously claimed but lacks 
disclosing a category preferred by the player. Walker teaches a category preferred by 
the player (Paragraphs 261 , 300). Heaton and Walker are both analogous art because 
they both teach similar menu systems. It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to combine both Heaton and Walker because one would be motivated to have a 
preferred list of games to have a "favorite's list" of games to have easy and quicker 
access to said game. All the claimed elements were known in the prior art and one 
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skilled in the art could have provided a method for having a preferred list of games by 
known methods with no change in their respective functions, and the combination would 
have yielded predictable results. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Rothschild (US 20030171149). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ELDRED I. LOPEZ whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-3771 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter Vo can be reached on (571) 272-4690. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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